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Dear Paul, 

Each day I do a n 
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ia a oroKen part that i- nn “inerature transmitter t« u* ®®“a model 
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Last night 1 wrote Jw , .. futility tliat 

s-.£ w.. 

?s^rid‘ LS'i5,5= “ Soi, 

®cided to iiiake partial answe * th^ less costly when I 1>acauae I*n * 

8wner» As I wrote him it 

ita power, boxed in. As of ®“ ^^t despitTthrnJH rf‘^ reach liim 

ofiicial account, with e ^ they were tellinf^L^^^ ^ «°t CBS, for all 

"independent" investlz-ation ^ ‘' t f I'm certain t}J+^w^®f^ they'd support the 

the mail before Seir ^ f “to out C an 

now. I think «lq„ ®, to aired. So maybe I'^ i„ i aiid tid.s will be 
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I was really weak. I knw ^ fightC f^^sht 

is a atoxy ia today* a »mru> ^ sories was in 2few York thr^^ri ^ flionth and when 
which ttey were going nPPOared. With tomoSw 

What probably did ituh *u ^ the CBS show, 

^^XtC: tZSXt” only did 

face their poors? Mo^ Save CBS peopleTiSC there were 

true could got me ihto*suit^ «S^ made crCn\®“\^'' 

with the firat four too ffoseoution. Wow CBS waftS^f^ 

every minute. They had to Sr^arin^^® morning coflfereace^Bs^'^'^ People, in fact, 

They were mad at me and reasons. They wanted me. People, They filmed 

I had or would say (ev4 I dSn^rZ use againsj JJJ® I'd refused, 

^onsoraidp). So tho rest if SLJ toCilt Ce fif ^ «»^t 

^ve been fitting the rficW/. ^ ^ fork, where I know +w ^ ^ongroesioiial 
from the Pfll ffief t},af fw «1^ole series t!^Z ^ honest people wlio 

of all connected in anv oharges againotRay were faiqo "'tth proof 

and BJ (to sa^ nXn^Z/f ^ dCTff " 

, I was as oL f«Iee a^S tiie 
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So first let US assume that CBS does come out for an independent investigation, 

ahatever they or anyone else talce this to mean. , , ^ 

What does this mean in your part of the world, in your business and related ones? 

Would that make it "safe/" 

If it would, than what about my rights and their value? 

I don’t know what the law is, but the basic work is mine by copyright. ^The n^ 
work is mine by work product. I did all the investigating and actually roughed out the 
entire case that was presented in the evidentiary hearing. The app^ch as well was none. 
Part was fucked up by that yellow bastard Fensten<ald. Had he not done tnis I thuia. 
we’d have won on the spot, if not before that judge on appeal that would have been 

ruled on lon^j before this# . r 

Don’t misunderstand me. The real locad in court was carried by young ^im Lesar. 

He also picked up my initial work in Frame-Up on the corruption of the contracts aM 
did remarkably on that. But the whole concept of putting in an exculpatory case and 
subjecting it to cross-examination and rebuttal - both of which were not ^ed - was 
mine, as was the evidence and the witnesses. All this when the AG was ^ying ope^ 
and to my face in the presence of a witness "You’re the one I m goi^ ^ ^ 

want and got myself a local criminal lawyer with the best local Mafia clients 
continued my work.And he did not get me. In the end I got him. What Imp^ne ' 

court, despite the decision, plus the charges I’d made prior to the hearing aJid his 

own other misconduct wore enoa-jh to get him fired. 4^1.. +v,« 

If without Jim Hesar what we have accomplished would have been impossible, the 
fact is that it is my work, my legal thinking, even me preparing the lawyers to 
the rebuttal witnesses. (The last in its&Bl was quite a dr^tic thing that so embar- 
rassed a Bantam vice president nobody there will ever forgLye me.; „_ 

Gan it still bo that when the Attorney General himself says that wliat the iBI . 
did has to be looked into (only, despite the headlines, what ’^over aiu to ying, ttoi^h;, 
and then something like CBS says, as I now expect, that there should be an independent 
investigation - and it is my work and I have totally exculpatory evidence no from the 
FBI’s files too - that there would still be fear, still be a reluctance to reco^ze 
if nothing else the possibilities ofmprofit in this hot as the subject is today? 

There may be another book. If so, not the usual one. I’ve done scmok ^hi^ng 
on this and have a different formulation in mind for when I si>eak to Jimmy. If the 
Uwyera have no objection, there can be one real quick. With pictures, TO.th copies 
of FBI lab reports anil sketohos. With enough to put people in (won t hap^n; jai 
(not as assassins but as felons) and to get others bisbarred and ^ 

see ho\f all this can be done without giving away any ol the coming (^0^) defense/ 

Ld running afoul of any legalities, any court, etc. It wbuld be Book, 

My work and what he says. I would insist on a stipulation ot two. Li^ someone else to 
hLidle the revenue, a lawyer not part of the case. That the revenue be used 1 or the 
defense. Things like that. A non-commercial venture no matter how commercial in the 

market place# 

We could break this case before the Congress can - and with it. 

Think it over after the CBS show has whatever impact it has there, wliioli you 
might know by the time you get this. Sorry other work keeps me from correcting the typos. 
I have to gat the interrogatories for the FBI to answer done today, ilavo a goo year. 



